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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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Application/Control Number: 1 0/8 1 6,445 
Art Unit: 4152 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-12 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Traversat et al. (Pub. 
No US 200201 84357 Al), hereinafter Traversat. 

4. With respect to claim 9, Traversat discloses a message to include addressing information, 
wherein the addressing information is defined in accordance with a protocol and the protocol 
defines addressing information to include party information for the sending application and the 
receiving application ([147], lines 6-7; Figure 5), and the party information to include 
identification of a party that is a business party or an agency that is defined by a scheme ([148], 
lines 6-11); sending the message, from the sending application, according to the protocol ([150], 
lines 2-3); and receiving, at the receiving application, the message ([1 50], lines 2-3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U,S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Traversal et al. 
(Pub. No US 20020184357 Al), hereinafter Traversal, as applied to claim 9 above in view of 
Szabo, (Pub. No. US 20020138618 Al). 

7. With respect to claim 1 , Traversal discloses a message to include a structured message 
header, wherein the structured message header is defined in accordance with a protocol, the 
structured message header comprises information related to at least one component firom a set of 
components defined by the protocol, and the protocol defines the structured header to comprise 
information related to security for components of the message, ([0435], lines 1-9; [0437], lines 1- 
7). However, Traversal does not disclose a processing mode for the message. On the other 
hand, Szabo discloses a processing mode for the message, ([0120], lines 1-8). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Traversal with the teachings of Szabo, because all 
messages have to be processed once they are received and have to instruct the recipient on how 
to process it. 

8. Claim 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 1 1, 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Traversal el al. (Pub. No US 20020184357 Al ), hereinafter Traversal, as 
applied to claim 9 above in view of Szabo, (Pub. No. US 200201 386 1 8 Al) and fiirther in view 
of Ringselh, Paul F. et al. (Pub. No. US 20030014733 Al), hereinafter Ringseth. 
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9. With respect to claim 2, the combination of Traversat and Szabo does not disclose a fault 
message component representing an error occurring at a messaging peer that generated the error. 
However, Ringseth discloses a fault message component representing an error occurring at a 
messaging peer that generated the error, ([0068], lines 1-8; [0069], lines 1-5; [0070], lines 1-3; 
[0074], lines 1-8). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Traversat and Szabo with the teachings of 
Ringseth, because adding a fault message component would help to speed up messages and 
prevent message failure. 

10. With respect to claim 3, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 2 above. 
Furthermore, Ringseth discloses a fault message that is defined to represent at least one error 
from a set of errors, 9[0071], lines 1-2). 

1 1 . With respect to claim 4, Traversat as modified discloses the security for components of 
the message defined to comprise: information related to a signature of the message; and 
information related to a signature of a payload of the message, if the message includes the 
payload, ([443], lines 6-8). . 

12. With respect to claim 5, Traversat does not disclose a message to include version 
information, wherein the version information indicates a protocol used to define the message. 
However, Szabo discloses a message to include version information, wherein the version 
information indicates a protocol used to define the message, ([1 04], lines 1-8). It would have 
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been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine 
the teachings of Traversat with the teachings of Szabo, to have a message include version 
information. It would be obvious because defining a message will tell the receiver how to handle 
a received message and speed up message processing. 

13. With respect to claim 6, Szabo discloses the version information includes a major version 
and a minor version, ([0094], lines 1-2; Figure 12). 

14. With respect to claim 7, the combination of Traversat and Szabo does not disclose 
wherein the messaging component is operative to process the message if the major version is less 
than or equal to a major version for which the messaging component is configured. However, 
Ringseth discloses wherein the messaging component is operative to process the message if the 
major version is less than or equal to a major version for which the messaging component is 
configured, ([0055], lines 1-7). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Traversat and Szabo with the 
teachings of Ringseth. It would have been obvious to a person skilled in the art that processing a 
message if the major version is less than or equal to a major version will tell the receiver how to 
handle a received message and speed up message processing. 

15. With respect to claim 8, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 7 above. 
Ringseth discloses wherein the messaging component is operative to process the message if the 
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major version is less than or equal to a major version for which the messaging component is 
configured, (Ringseth [0055], lines 1-7). 

16. With respect to claim 10,Traversat as modified discloses a message according to a class 
of messages, wherein the class of messages is one of a plurality of classes of messages that are 
defined by a protocol, ([0087], lines 1-4; [0378], lines 1-3). 

1 7. With respect to claim 1 1 , Traversat as modified discloses receiving a message, from the 
sending application, at a first component of the collaborative network; in response to the first 
component successfully receiving the message, the first component sending a transport level 
acknowledgement to the sending application; the first component modifying the message to 
include the first component on a hop- Ust in the message; the first component causing the 
message to be sent to the receiving application; in response to receiving an acknowledgement 
message, fi*om a second component, indicating that the message has been received by the 
receiving application, the first component sending a transport level acknowledgement to the 
second component, ([0384], lines 1-6). Szabo also discloses the same ([0169], lines 1-6; [01 70], 
lines 1-4). 

18. With respect to claim 12, Traversat as modified discloses the first component sending the 
message to one of one or more components in the dlaborative network, wherein each component 
is operative to: send a transport level acknowledgement, in response to successfully receiving the 
message; cause the message to be sent to the receiving application; include the component on the 
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hop-list in the message, by modifying the message; if the component sends the message to the 
receiving application, generate the acknowledgement message, and send the acknowledgement 
message; and send a transport level acknowledgement in response to successfully receiving the 
acknowledgement message ([0384], lines 1-6; [0386], lines 1-6). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marshall McLeod whose telephone number is (571) 270-3808. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 a.m-5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nabil El-Hady can be reached on (571 ) 272-3963. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



MM 10/1/2007 
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